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BIBLIOTHEQUE.. CRITIQUE, 
ou Recueil de diverfes Pieces Critiques, 
dont Ja plupart ne font point imprimees, 
ou ne fe trovent que tres-difficilement, 
publiges prMr. DE SAINJORE, 
qui y a ajouté quelques notes. Tome 
troifieme. Paris, 1710. 

That is, A Critical Bibliotheque, or a Colle- 
ction of Critical Pieces, moft of which were 
never before printed, or are grown very 
Scarce, publifbd by Mr. DE SAIN- 
JORE, who has added fome few Notes 
to them. The Third Volume. Paris, 1710. 
in <2” Pagg. 556. 


felf under the Name of Sainjore, is the Au- 
© thor of this Biblietheque. The Firft and Se- 
cond Volumes came out in the Year 1708. and the Third 
and Fourth were lately publifh'd. There are feveral Paf- 
fages in the Two laft, wherein the Author reflects upon 
the Benedifins, and many private Perfons. Befides, he 
makes very free Obfervations upon Relicks, and fome 
Practices of the Church of Rome; and mentions fome 
Particulars, the Difcovery wheveof muft needs be unac- 
ceptable to feveral People. °Tis therefore no wonder, if 
this Work has been condemn’d and fupprefs’d, as foon as 
it was publifh’'d. . The Third Volume, of which I am to 
give an Account, contains XLII. Chapters. I thall take 
notice of the moft remarkable Paflages, and enlarge more 
or lefs according to the Nature of the Subject. 

I. The Cafe of the Prince, of Newburg, Abbot Com- 
mendatary of Fefcan, againft the BenediGins of the Con- 
gregation of St. Maur, takes up the firft Chapter. That 
Piece was printed at Paris in 1675. but it is grown fo 
fcarce, that M Simon thought fic to reprint it in this Col- 
le&tion ; becaufe, fayshe, it may be of great ufe to the 
Bifbops, Abbots, and other Clergymen, who are often 
engaged in Law-Suits with the Benediins of that Con- 
gregation. | ; 

IL The Columns of Seth, mention’d by Jofephus, make 
the Subje& of this Chapter. That Hiftorian fays they 
were fet up in the Land of Siriad ; but that Country is 
unknown to us. Our Author Conjectures that the Jews 
contrived thefe Columns from thofe of the Egyptians men- 
tion'd ina Book of Manetho, entitl'd, Of the Interpretati- 
on of the facred Books of Mercury the Second. If we may 
believe Manctho, who was an Egyptian , Mercary Il. com- 
pofed his Books from tise Inferiptions, written by Mereu- 
ry I. in the Sacred Language of his Country, and placed 
in the Land of Siriad. Thus we read of a Land of Siri- 
ad in Egypt as wellas in Judes ; but tis no eafy thing to 
know in what Part of that Countrey it was.. However, 
if the Hiftory of Manethe is genuine, the Land of Siriad 


M SIMON, who thought fit to conceal him- 
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muft be look’d for in Egypt. ‘Tis impoffible to know 
whether the Egyptians, or the Fews,are the firft Contrivers 
of thofe Columns. What feems to be certain , fays our 
Author, is, that Jofephbus, who mentions the Columns of 
Seth, has inferted in his Works feveral things, which he 
took from the Egyptians and Helemiftical Jews. He is alfo 
accufed, not without Reafon, of applying to his Nation 
what Manetho fays of the Kings Shepherds of £gypr, and 
of metamorphozing Egyptians into Hebrews. He, or fome 
Heleniftical Jew before him , might have done the fame, 
with reipe& to the Columns in Queftion. 

III. The Author thinks, that moft of the Apocryphal 
Books, afcribed to the Patriarchs, and quoted by the An- 
cient Fathers, were forged by the Hedem:fiical Jews, or thofe 
half-Chriftians, who took many Things from thofe Jews, 
and from the Platonick Philoiophers. Such were the 
Gnofticks, fo famous in the very beginning of Chriftiani- 
ty. It were to be wifh’d, fays M. Simon, that thofe An. 
cient Apocryphal Books were ftill extant: They wou'd 
be of great ufe to clear many Paflages of the Fathers, 
efpecially in Clemens Alexandrinus Origen. We have 
ftilla long Fragment of the Book of Enoch in Syncellus,, 
full of magical and cabbaliftical Superftitions unworthy of 
that Patriarch. Father Kircher undertook to prove the 
Authenticity of that Book. St. Jerome had quite another 
Notion of it; for he obferves, (In Catal. Seripe. Ecclef. ) 
that moft People rejected the Epittle of St. Jude, becaufe 
they could not believe that he would have quoted fuch a 
fpurious Book. That Father fuppofes in another place, 
(Comm, im cap. 1. Ep. ad Titum. ) as a certain thing, that 
the Book of Enoch was Apocryphal ; and that the Apoftles 
did not fcruple to quote fuch Writings. Origen menti« 
ons that Book with great caution ; but Tertud/ian ( Lib. de 
hab. mul.¢. 3.) and other Ecclefiattical Writers, are very 
fond of it. It was generally believed in thofe Times, 
that the Angels had affumed ena Bodies , and married 
Women. This Opinion was countenanced in the Book 
afcribed to Enoch ; which feems to be the true Reafon 
why chofe Ancient Fathers exprefs'd fo great a Zeal for 
that fpurious Piece. But that very thing may make one 
Conje&ure , that the Book of Enoch was forged by the 
Helleniftical Jews, who invented that Story from.a Paflage 
in Genefis, which they mifunderftood. Nay, the Forge- 
ry might be afcribed to fome Chriftians, efpecially to the 
Guofticks, who brought into the Chriftian Religion the 
Opinions of thofe jews, Kircher was fo extravagant, as. 
to. maintain the Truth of the above-mention’d Opinion 
concerning the Marriage of Angels: That Jefuit made 
it his Bulinefs to afferc feveral Paradoxes. St. Auguffin, 
(de Civit. Dei Lib. 15 ¢. 23.) infers from the Authority of 
St. jude, that Enoch writ a Book ; but he believes it had 
been interpolated. The Fragments of that Book, that are 
extant in the Laff Will of the Twelve Patriarchs,an Ancient 
Piece, quoted by Origen , feem to intimate , that it was 
written afterthe Death of Jefus Chrift, Thofe Frags 
ments Contain only fome moral Precepts , and the Pros 

hecies relating to the Meffias ; But it appears from other 

ragments of the Book of Enoch, that an were man 
Things init, thewing the Antiquity of the Jewijh Nati< 
on in Cpusicive to the Egyptians, who pretended to have 
invented Aftronomy, Magick, and many other Sciences: 
T his is the Subftance of the IIId Chapter, 5... y+ 
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IV. Inthe Fourth , M. Simon mentions a Colle&ion o 
Letters writes by Lfaac Voffius to M. Bigot. Voffius —_ 
in one of thofe Letters, that he had been defired , in 
not to write againft his Critical Hiffory. 
and at the fanie time obferves, that 


ject in ueftion. 
Learned Men at Pari:, 
informs us 
ae defigns to publith that ColleGtion of Letters , and 
icolas Heinfiws, ‘ 
They os table for 2 hve of the Latin 
the Things contain’d in them. 
ST oe aan of this Chapter is to thew, that the 
Latin Tranflation of the Hiftory of the Council of Trenr, 
written in Italian by Cardinal Palevicini, is very untaith- 
ful. Father Gisstini, a Jefuit of Palermo is the Author of 
that Verfion, printed at Antwerp in 1670. and made from 
the Second Italian Edition, which came out in 4fo. in the 
Year 1664. The Author takes notice of feveral Miftakes 
of that Tranflator, and obferves that the French Verfion 
of ‘Jofephus, by M. Arnauld a’ Andilly , is alfo very Faulcy. 

VI. The nexe Chapter, contains an Account of the 
Specimen Historia Arabum, Ore. publith'd ac Oxford by the 
Learned Dr, Pocock. "Tis an excellent Work, and M. Si- 
mon does highly commend it. : 

Vil, Vil He makes fome Obfervations upon the Ra- 
tiv Studioram of the Jefuits, printed at Rome in their Col- 
Jége in 1586. That Book is very fcarce : "Tis thought 
there is bur one Copy of it in France, lodg’d in the Libra- 
ry of the Dominicans of Touloufe. M. Simon believes that: 
Mariana inferted feveral Things out of it in his Book, 
wherein he rook notice of the Defeéts of his Society. A 
{mall Treatife , entitl’d , De opinionnm deleétu, printed in 
the Ratio fudiorum, provoked the Dominicans to fuch a 
Degree, thar they consplain’d of it to the Spanijfh Inquifi- 
on, as if the Jefuirs had not exprefs'd a due Veneration 
for the Dofétrine of St. Thomas. The Jefuits publifh'd a 
Second Edition of the Ratio fudiorum at Rome in 1691. 
bet without the Delefus opinionum. The Preface. to this 
Second Edition is worth reading , becaufe it contains the 
Reafons why the firft was fupprefs'd. The Tract con- 
cerning the choice of Op'nions was Jeft out in compliance to 
the Dominicans, who were then very powerful in Spain. 
However, the Society did not defpair to Reprint it, when 
_thofe Difptres wou'd be over : But they increafed after- 
wards inftead of ending ; and at this very Day both Par- 
ties are more incenfed one againft anocher than ever they 
were ; and there is no probability of a Reconciliation. 
Divines, faysthe Author, gens ratione furens, are not wil- 
ling to practice this excellent Maxim, which they might 
Jearn of a Poet. 


Non fentire bomes eadem de rebus iifdem, 
Incolumi licust femper amicitia. 


The Author obferves , at the end of this Chapter, that 
the Gentlemén of Port-Royal ave not very exact in their 
Quotations, and don’t much care to confult the Origi- 
nals, 
IX. This Chapter contains fome critical] Remarks upon 
the Writings of a Profeflor of the Sorbonne, who under- 
took to confute the Modern sntitrinitarians in his Le- 
tures. ‘The Author pretends that feveral Paflages of the 
Scripture, alledged by the Doftor againft thofe Hereticks, 
and formerly by the Fathers againft the Photinians and 
Arians, are now of no ufe againft the Antitrinitarians. 
Thofe, fays he, who are acquainted with the prefent Con- 
troverly between theOrthodox & theSecinians, leave thofe 
Arguments in the Books of the Mafter of the Sentences, and 
of fome other Divines, who follow him : But they ought 
not to be ufed in our Difputes with thofe fubtle and cun- 
ning Hereticks. He alledges, as an Inftance, thefe Words 
in Genefis, Ch XIX. v.24. Them the Lord rained upen 30. 
dom and upon Gemorrah Brimflone and Fire from the Lord out of 
Heaven; and adds, that che moft Learned Commentators 
in thefe latter Times, acknowledge that rhete Words, the 
Lord from the Lord, area mere Helraifm, which fignifies on- 
ly the Lord fromybimfelf, and not a Diftin&ion of Perfons 
in'Gcd - He does not blame the Profeffor for quoting the 
Paffge in the ift Epittie of St. Joon v. againft the Secinians ; 
but only for alledging it as an undeniable Proof of the 
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Trinity.. Thofe fubtle Hereticks, fays he, will doubtlefs 
“anfwer that there are many Divines , even among the Ro. 
man Catholicks, who believe that the Paflage, concerning 
the Three Witnefles in Heaven , ought not to be under. 
ftood of a Diftin&ion of Three Divine Perfons in one 
Subftance , but of an Unity of Confent... Whereupon 
he quotes Guilliaudus, Do&tor of the Sorbonne, the Author 
of the common Glofs,and Father Amelore of the Oratory, 
in their Notes upon that Paflage. He obferves that the 
Learned Criticks, who carefully enquired for the beft 
Greck Manufcripts of the New-Teftament in the Libra. 
ries Of Rome, under the Pontificate of Urban VIII. could 
not find the Verfe in queftion in any Manufcript. Their 
Colle&tion of various Readings from the beft MSS, in 
Rome, is to be found at the end of the Catena Graeca upon 
St. Matthew's Gofpel; printed at Rome in Folio, in Greek 
and Larix, The Profeflor fays, that Cardinal Ximene,, 
who inferted that Paffage in his Greek Edition of the New 
Teftament, took it from fome MSS. of great Antiquity, 
M. Simon maintains, onthe contrary, that the Cardinal 
did not find it in any Manufcript. Stunica, who faw al] 
the MSS. made ufe of for the Edition of Complutum, being 
prefs’d by Erafmus upon this Head , could not name 
any one, wherein that Paflage was to be found. As for 
what concerns the Authority of the Fathers, the Author 
maintains that all the African Writers, who mention that 
Verfe, lived after St. Auguftin, who had it not in his Bi. 
ble. But, fays he, how comes it that that Bifhop , who 
was converfant in the Writings of Tertullian and Sc, 
Cyprian, could not fee in thofe Fathers what our Modern 
Divines-pretend to find in them? When therefore Tertul. 
lian and St. Cyprian fay tres unum funt , they apply the 
Three Witnefles upon Earth, viz. the Spiric, the Water,, 
and the Blood, to the Three Divine Perfons. Accordingly 
St. Auguftin, following the Explication received in his 
Church, fhews that the Three Witnefles upon Earth de. 
note the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoft. 

X. The Author maintains, that Z£uthymive did not write 
@ particular Book againft, the. Latins, as the Gentlemen 
of Port-Royal affirm; and that there is no fuch Book in 
the King’s Library. 

XI. The next Chapter contains fome Reflexions upon 
the new Edition of St. 4uguftin, publifh’d by the Bene« 
diftins. The Author pretends that they have committed 
Abundance of Miftakes and Overfights; and gives feve. 
ral Inftances of it. I fhall only take notice of che firft. 
St. dugustin, in the 14th Chapter of his Book de Dono Per- 

Severantie, quotes thefe Words of St. John’s Gofpel, 
Chap. IX. v. 11. Credite in Deum, © in mecredite. The 
Benediftins obferve upon this Paflage, that there is in the 
Louvain-Edition, Creditis, You believe ; but in other Edi- 
tions, and in the MSS. there is according to the Greek 
Text, Credite, Believe. A shameful Ignorance! fays the 
Author. Any School-Boy , who has learn'’d the Rudiments of 
the Greek Tongue, knows that msivere is both su the Indicaa 
tive and Imperative Mood, and confequently that it may be rene 
dred You believe, and, Believe, Our Author does not 
defpife all the Editions of the Fathers, publith'd by the 
Benedi@ins: He very much commends that of St. Hil 
afcribed to Dom Coutant, a Monk of that Order. There 
is at the End of this Chapter, a Scandalous Story con- 
cerning that Religious Society, which I don’t think pros 
perto mention. 

XIF. M. Simon informs us, that Father Bermard de Mont- 

faucon is the Author of the Book printed at Rome in 1699 

with this Title, Vindicie Editions S. Awguftini 2 Bene~ 
difinis adornate, adverfus Epiftolam Abbatis Germant , Aus 
ore D. B. de Riviere: That pretended German Abbot is 
Father Langlois, a Jefuit of Clermont-College, This 
Chapter contains ancther Particular. Some Years ago 
the Dominicans of Rome were ready to make an Union, 
or rather an Offenfive and Defenfive League with the 
Gentlemen of Port-Royal, under pretence that the latter 
affirm’d that their Doétrine was the fame with that of 
Thomas Aquinas. This Union would have been conclu- 
ded, if Father Goudin , fince Prior of the great Convent’ 
of the Dominicans at Paris, had not prevented it. 

XIff, XIV. XV. M. Simon, in anfwer to the Bifhop of 
Meaux, who had cenfured his Books, undertakes to thew 
that Grotins, Arminius, and the true Arminians, are not 
Semipelagians. He fays, that he has not blindly follow- 
ed Grorius, fince he takes notice of feveral Miftakes of that 
Learned Man. He fhews the Neceflity of Critical Learn- 
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: underftand the Scripture. He maintains, that a 
diet depart from toons articular Do&trines of Sr. 
Augafin , without being a Pelagian ,, or a Semipelagian ; 
and that he can’t be charged with Pelagianifm, without 
involving in the fame Accufation the Ancient Ecclefialti- 
cal Writers, who lived before St. Augu/tin. 

XVI. M. Arnauld is not the only Author of the French 
Tranflation of the New Teftament , commonly call'd 
the Verfion of Mons : M. de Sacy, and M. Nicole had a 
Hand in it ; and fome fay, that M. le Maitre was one 
of the Tranflators. That Verfion, fays the Author, 
looks more like a Paraphrafe.than a Tranflation, and 
is written in a pute and intelligible Style ; which is 
the Reafon why it is fo much efteem’d, efpecially 
by the Ladies. The Gentlemen of Port-Royal, if we 
believe M. Simon, who are Matters of the Art. of 
Speaking, have but litle Skill in the Critick of . the 
Scripture. ae 

. Weare told in this Chapter, that thofe Gen- 
Pra ts were abufed in the Epiftle Dedicatory 
prefixed to the New Teftament of Father Amelotte, 
prevailed with the Bookfeiler to fupprefs it in the E- 
dition of the Year 1688. M. de Perefixe, Archbifhop 
of Paris, to whom that Epiftle was infcribed, being 
dead, they perfuaded the Bookfeller to print another, ad- 
drefs'd to his Snepetios. I omit fome other Particulars 

ion’d in this Chapter. : 

meV. As foon as the Jetiits appear’d in spate , the 
Divines of that Country look’d upon them as Men , who 
brought anew Theology into the World. The Domini~ 
cans, who were then in Poffeflion of the Schools, fufpec- 
ed that New Order; and made a Statute in Concert with 
the Auguftins , importing that their Profeffors fhould 
bind themfelves by an Oath, to teach the Do&rine of 
St. Auguftin and St. Thomas. Bafil Ponce dé Leon ( o- 
therwife call’d Poncius Legionenjis ) povems a fmall 
Tra& in the Spanifh Language upon that Statute. Thac 
Book was tranflated into Latin by a Polander, and printed 
in 120. inthe Year 1632. Our Author makes feveral Re- 
flexions upon it, and upon that Gath ; which is alfo taken 
by the Divines of Salamanca , and the barefoored Carme- 
lites. °Tis obfervable , that rhe fame Profeffors , who 
{wear that they will follow the Doétrine of eaten 
and St. Thomas , pretend to have the Liberty of Teaching 
the Opinions of Scot and Durand, whillt they are paid 
for it. ’ 

. Thefe Two Chapters contain fome Obfer- 
ae a the Titles of the Pfalms. The Author lays 
down thefe Two Maxims. 1. Every In{cription, that is 
not to be found in the Original Hebrew , but only in the 
Greek and Latin Copies , cannot be Divine and Canonical. 
2. Every Infcription, that is in the Hebrew Text, is a 
vine and Canonical, whether it was prefixed b f : 
Writers of the Pfslms, or by thofe who collete 
them. ' 

Author mentions a Book little known, 
cand ee 2. againft Arcudius’s Concordia Ecclefi« 
Sriamall & Occidentale in feptem Sacramentorum 
Adminifiratione , by ohn Baptift Catum Jyritus ; 8 
Greek fertled in Jtaly; who endeavour’d to have 
the Book of Arcudivs condemn’d by the Inquifition, as 
being fall of Errors, and favouring the Dottrine of 
Lather. . ss . 
5, a great Enemy to Politian, makes the 
Sunees of tadlingae, The > Sr vi will find a better 
per eth of that Learned Grecian, and of his Quarrel with 
Politian , im M, Bayle’s Hiftorical and Critical Ditti- 


onary. ; 

: Author difcourfes of the Varia 1 eciones 
«xl Oran The firft Edition came out carne 
in Folio in the Year 1553. Turnebus gives a great : a er 
of that Author. Viéorius compofed his Critica ml in 
a Town full of Excellent Greek MSS. which peer no 
{mall Advantage to him. He applied himfelf chiefly to 


‘dto the 

he Study of the Greek Writers, whom he preferr 
tach m the fays he , took every thing from them. He 
publifh’d the Works of Clemens Alexandrinus , at the Re. 


queft of Cardinal Marcelle Cervino. , 

XXIV. This Chapter treats of Muretus’s Varia Leciones. 
There are Two Works of that Author with that Title : 
The firlt is divided into Fifteen Books; the Second, con- 
fifting of Four Books, was publith’d by Andreas Schottus 
at Augsburg, 


in 1600. after the Death of Murctas, M. Si- 
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mon Obferves, that Turnsbus , and moft other Criticks, 


whom the italians call Ultramountains ; fay a great deal 
more in one Page, than the Italians in teh. Maretus fole 


Jowed the Method of the latter. That Writer , tho’ a 
Foreigner, born in the Province of Limoafn, was admi- 
red all over Italy. He never had any Mafter for Greek 
and Latin, and made a valt Progre{s in the Knowledge of 
thofe Two Languages by his own Induftry. There is 
a any Author, who writes in a moré polite Style. 

XXV. M. Simon mentions the Book entitled De Imim 
tatione sears » put into berter Latin by Sebafian Caftalio, 
and publifi'd in 1563. °° oo 

XXVL Our Author gives an Account Of Bucerus’s 
Commentary upon the Pfafms, publith’d at Strasburg in 
4te. in the Year 1529. under the fictitious Name of e- 
tius Felinus. That Book bein very fcarte, I fhall fer 
down Bacerys’s Tranflation of the Firft Pfiim, to give the 
Readers a Notion of that Part of his Performance. 

V. 1. “ Bonus ille qui ¢onfiliis improborum. non ac. 
* cefferit . nec inftituto flagitioforum vixerit, & cum 
“ mialiciofis focieratem non inierit. ee 

2. “* Sed in inftitutione Autophyis ($0 Aé renders the 
** Word Jehova) animum fuuin haber ,’ eamque die ac 
“ notle commentatur. ; 

3. ““ Habebit is inftar arborisin irriguis fare , que in 
tempore fuam fruSuit reddir, & foliis eft nunguam in. 
arefcentibus : Nam quicquid egerit , felix erit & 
“* fauftum.. ? , , 

4. “ At fecus improbi : Ii fiquidém quifquiliis fimiles 
“erunt, quas difpellic venus. | 

5. “ Quare improbi in judicium pees haud qua- 
“ quam fubfiftent, neque ftabunt flagitiofi in comitiis 
“ juftorum, ! “<i asi 
6. “ Ecenim vita juftorum cure eff Autdphyi: Vita 
autem impiorum difpetibic. _ 

This Vertion is fomewhat Affe@ed ; and being rather a 
Paraphrafe than a mere Tranflation, Bucerus thought fit to 
add another Tranflation more liceral, . The firlt Verle, 
tranflated literally, runs thus ; Felicia il? viva, gui non fuit 
in conjilio impiorum, C ie Via peccatorurh non flerit, O in 
Sede verfurorum non fedie. That Commentatot explains moft 
Pfalm; in a Literal Senfe : Thus, for inftanée, he undet- 
itands the XXIId Pfalm of Davi, and the XLVeh of So- 
lomon, as Types of Jefas Chriff. Solomon, fays he,’ is 

taifed in that pfalm, for his Beauty and great Eloquence, 

or his Valour and Power, for his Magnificence and that 
of his Spoufe, and for the Happinefs of his Children. I 
tha)l occafionally obferve , that when this Commentary 
came out, it was bought and admired by the Roman Ca- 
tholitks ; but when they camé to know thar Bucérus, a 
Proteftant Reformer, was the Author of ‘it, they cry’d it 
down as an Heretical Book. May 

XXVIT, This Chapter is only an Extra of a finall 
Book, written by Fravcis Baldiinus (in Freitch Bandouin ) 
againft Calvin. eld Balduini Re{ponfie altera ad Joan- 
nem Calvinum, ‘This Civilian complains, chat Caluin had 
publith’d fome Letters, which he writ to him in his 


té 
ai 





younger Years , and at a time when he did aloft idolize 
im, prope Célvinolatra, He accufes him of being a Pla- 
giary, who had only interrelated. pone , enlarged, 
and render'd into Freich the Commentaries of Buc ms, 
and Occolampadius. °Tis certain, fays M. Simon, that aba- 
ting Calvin's polite ub of Writing , he was not a very 
great Man. I fuppofe he means only, that Cafuin was 
not @ very great Critick. Balduwinus accufes him of feve- 
ral Miftakes, of confounding Pelle upon’ the Jérdan with 
a Town of that Name in Macedonia; Of ing that Sa, 
bellius lived after Arius, &c, Thole, who ducte to have 
a further Account of this Quarrel, | may confulr M, 
Bayle’s Hiftorical and Critical Di&i ary » if the Article 
Baudouin, + hava. al Coen Ses 
XXVIII. M. Simon gives us his T 
Commentaries of Conrad Pelicanus u 
fays, the Zuinglian Schoo) of Zurich had at 
Men; ‘whora be prefers to the firft Lusher, t 
of Wittemberg , in what.concerns thé Seience of the 
Scripture. Such were Leo de Juda , PeBicanus , 7. eodérus, 
Biblander, Bulingerus, and fome others.  Pellica ws had 
been a Francifcan Mc..k : His Life, bimmgld € 
Adam, contains feveral curious Particulars. His Com. 
mentaries were printed at Zurich, in feveral Volumes in 
Folio, That Commentator keeps generally to the Literal 
Senfé. He, and the other Zuinglist Divines, feys M. S;. 
r 
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mon, are fometimes too Philefopbical, and too much in- 
clined to Wee that the Se will - ree 

Hicanus difcovers a greater Ability in fi m- 
etna the Old Teftament , than in thofe which 

he publied. mf yon the New. _ If I am not very much mi- 
ftaken, fays A scowe, the Defire of getting a Wife, was 
the chief Reafon that moved him to embrace the Refor- 
mation: For in the very Beginning of his Commentary 
on Genefiz, upon thefe Words, Jt, is not good that Man fhould 
be alone, he inveighs again{t Celibacy, which brought fo 
many Inconvenicnces into the Church. The Author 
gives a great Charatier of Pelicanus, and believes he may 
be placed among the good Commentators upon the Scrip- 


ture. 

XXIX. A. Colleétion of Various Readings upon St. 
Matthew's Gofpel, publifh’d by Saubertus at Helmftad in 
1672. makes the Subje& of this Chapter. Our Author 
does very much commend that Book , efpecially the fine 
Remarks contain’d in the Prolegomena. He thinks that 
Critick afcribes too great an Antiquity to fome Hebrew 
MSS. of the Bible. 

XXX. This Chapter contains an Account of a Curious 
Book, enficl’d, Fortalitium fidei. That Book was written 
in Spain, in. the Year 1439. by a Francifcan Monk.. There 
are feveral Editions of it, It was printed at Nuremberg 
in 1449. in Folic, and at Lyons in 1525. in 8ve. M. Si 
mon’s Edition came out in 1487. The greateft Part of 
that Work runs upon the Controverfies , that were then 
on foot againft the Jews, and the Saracens or Mahometans. 
The Author alledges the Objeétions of the Jews againft 
the Chriftian Religion, and anfwers them. _ In the next 
place, he relates many crue! Things done by the Jews, 
efpecially in Spaim, out of Hatred for Chriftianity. He 
maintains, that Chriftians ought not to ufe any Jewish 
Phyfician. It has been found, fays the Author of the For- 
talitium fidei, that tie Fewifh Phyficians , at their Solemn 
Feftivals, boaft of having kill’d many Chriftians. ’Tis 
true, the Jews mortally hate the Chriftians; but ’tis very 
unlikely, that the Jewijb Phyficians, a fort of Men very 
greedy of Gain, fhould be willing to lofe their Reputati- 
on by fuch wicked Praftices, °Tis certain, the Jews were 
very powerful in Spain; and perhaps their great Power 
raifed feveral Enemies, who forged fuch Stories to render 
them odious. What the Author adds, That the Jews 
have a great Skill in the Art of Poifoning, feems to pro- 
ceed from the fame Caufe. Perhaps ic might be faid, that 
the Monks, efpecially the Mendicant Friars , one of 
whom this Author was, grew jealous of the great Autho- 
rity of the Jews. M. Simon obferves, as to the Miracles 
that are faid to have been wrought upon Occafion of the 
ews, that one Half at leaft ought to be rejefted. The 
Fourth Book of the Fortalitium fidei concerns the Hiftory 
of the Saracens: The Author anfwers their Objefions 
againft the Chriftian Religion. There are many curious 
Fats in chat Work, not to be found any where elfe. In 
the Fifch and laft Book, the Author difcourfes of Demons, 
and of their Nature and great Knowledge. 

XXXL. M. Simon makes feveral Remarks upon the Ha- 
bits of Glergymen, occafion’d by a Book of Dr. Boileau, 
upon the fame Subje&, printed at Rowen in 1704, & not at 
Amperdam,as “tis faid in theTitlePage. TheDefign of ma- 
ny Canons, fays M. Simon, that have been made in feve- 
tal Councils upon that Subje&, was only to diftinguith 
Ecclefiafticks from other Men, who out of Vanity wore 
Cloaths of different gaudy Colours, and of a particular 
Fathion, It was thought fit that they fhoald be modeft, 
even in their Habits ; and that their Cloaths fhou’d be 
neither too fhort nor too long. Indumenta, fays a Council 
held at Poitiers in 1396. mimia brevitate aut longitud:ne no- 
tanda The Modefty of a Clergyman appear’d in his 
Cloaths, when he affe&ted nothing that was fingular, and 
only followed the Cuftom of his Country, Cieriéi , fays 
a Synod of Lengres held in 1424. fervent modum regienis, 
den tamen coloribue aut pannss non utantur valde preticfis , nec 
nimmium fulgidss aut fordidis. The Clergy did nor wear 
then Cloaths of a particular Colour : They were only for- 
bidden'to wear Red, Green, or any other fach Colour. 
In former tinies there wis no diftinttion of Cloaths be- 
tween the Clergy and the Laity : All Men of any Note 
wore fong Cloaths, as one may fee in old Pidures’ None 
but the common People wore fhort ones : Which occa- 
fion’d the wotd, Courtant de boutique. None were call'd 
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then Gown-Men : But becaufe fhort Cloaths appear'g by 
degrees to be very convenient, they grew fthionakt, 
However, the Magiftrates and the Clergy continued to 
wear long Cloaths : an Ecclefiaftick could not wear 2 thorr 
Gown, reaching no lower than his Knee, without aQin 
againft his Character. It was chiefly upon this Occafion 
that the Councils order'd that the Gowns, or Habits of the 
Clergy, fhou’d hang down to their Heels : Cleritorum ae. 
fies fint talares. Yam perfuaded, continues‘ M.Simon, thar 
the long Mantles of our Prelates, and the long’ Trains of 
the Cardinals, are an effe& of Vanity and Ambition ; bue 
every Body is fo ufed to fee thofe long dragging Trains, 
that none but ill humour’d Men will find Fault with them. 
The Bifhops and Cardinals diftinguifh themfelves there. 
by from the inferior C1! . He adds, that the black 
Cloaths of Ecclefiafticks in the Ad are only of thefe lar. 
ter Times ; and he thinks that Colour is more proper for 
Monks, to fhew their State of Penitence and Mortificarj. 
on, than for Ecclefiafticks. Our Author owns, that the 
Book of Dr. Boileau is full of good and curious Learning ; 
but he very much queftions, whether his iption of 
the Bifhops of France will be acceptable to rhofe Illuftri- 
ous Prelates. Wedon’t live, fays he, in thofe Ancient 
Times, when it was faid of the Bifhops, Crof? de bois, 
Eveque d or. 

XXII. XXXII. Thefe Two Chapters, or rather 
Treatifes, concerning Relicks and Indulgences , are ve 
Curious, and will afford me a great deal of Matter. I hope 
the Readers will not be difpleafed, if I rather chufe to 
publith hereafter a large Extra& of thofe Two Pieces, 
than to give now a fuperficial Account of them. 

XXXIV. The Author mentions a Book, publith’d at 
Cologne in 1508. by Magdalius a Dominican Monk, with 
this Title, Correorium Biblie, &c. He alledges feveral 
Remarks of that Author, and makes fome Critical Re. 
— upon the Ancient Books , call’d Correforia Bib 
id. 

XXXV. Father /e Long defigning to publith a Bibiie. 
theca Sacra, confulted M. Simen about it. This Chapter 
contains M. Simen’s Anfwer ; wherein he gives him feve. 
ral importantAdvices upon thatWork,which has been pub. 
lifh’d fince in 8vo.with thisTitle ; Syllabus omnium Scriptura 
Editionum ac Verfionum ferie Linguarum quibus vulgate funt 
difpofitarum, cum notis hiftoricis ac criticis. 

XXVI. M. Simon, having received a Copy of that 
Book, before it was printed, made feveral Remarks upon 
it. He exprefles a great Contempt for the Bibliotheque of 
Ecclefiastical Writers, publifh’d by Dr. Du Pin. I can 
hardly believe, fays he, that this Do&or, who has gor 
fome Reputation among the halflearned, is the Author of 
that Bibliotheque. His Extratts are fo full of Faults, that 
I thought he had mag pointed out to young Scholars 
fome Paffages in the Books , of which he made thofe Ex. 
tracts. That Author does not feem to underftand Larix 
in many Places ; far from underftanding Greek Books, 
which he has alfo abridged. Our Author takes notice of 
feveral Miftakes, committed by Father /e Long ; and cri- 
ticizes upon him with great Freedom. 

XXXVII. This Chapter contains a Difcourfe fent » or 
fuppofed to be fent from Holand, to a Learned Gentleman 
at Paris. The Author undertakes to vindicate the Hebrew 
Bible , publifh’d at Amfterdam in 1705. by M. Vander 
Hoogt, again{t @ Critical Analyfis of that Bible, inferted in 
the Supplement to the Paris-Journal in the Year 1707. 

XXXVIII. The late M. du Hamel, publith’d at Parisin 
1699. a 2d Vol. of Literal Remarks upon the moft dif- 
ficule Paflages in the Scripture. M. Simon makes feveral 
Reflexions upon thofe Notes. Among other Things, he 
blames the Author for Cenfuring Mercerus, becauie upon 
thefe Words of fob, Chap. XIX. v. 25. Il know that my Re- 
deemer liveth, &c. that Commentator follows the Jewijh 
Interpreters, who do not believe that this Paflage ought 
to be underftood of the RefurreSion. The ews are no 
Jefs perfuaded of the RefurreGtion of the Dead than the 
Chriftians ; and yet none of them did ever alledge thofe 
Words to prove that Do@trine, as Gerard Voffius obferves. 

XXXKIX. XL. XLI. XLII. In the Four laft Chapters, 
M. Simon anfwers a Book, which the Abbot Faydit writ 
againft him. I need not give an Account of that Difpute: 
Itruns upon feveral Sobjea&s, that have been frequently 
treaied of. I thallonly obferve, that M. Simon doesnot 


believe, that Purgatory can be proved i 
without the help of Tradition. evad ae pars 23. 
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